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for what happened.      Mr. Martin is ill for three or four days.
Then this sample of the urine is taken.      You will hear  from
medical gentlemen I am going to call about this.      You will hear
as regards that I/33rd of a grain, that from the bismuth, from the
sulphate of magnesia, from the bottle, peroxide of hydrogen itself,
it is quite possible to get sufficient arsenic to have accounted for
the I/33rd of a grain which was found in that bottle.    If you are
going to take a test at all,  you must take it under the most
stringent rules.     You will hear that the proper way to have taken
the test of urine of this sort would have been to have cleansed the
bottle over and over again, and to have taken the last sample of
the water which you used for cleansing and sent that up with the
urine, and if you found there was no sign in that, you would find
that at any rate your bottle was pure.      That was not done.     A
bottle which had contained peroside of hydrogen,  which would
itself   contain   some   arsenic,   was  the   bottle   which   was   used.
Sulphate of magnesia Mr. Martin had taken the very day before
this  sample;   and  you will  hear  the   proportion  of   arsenic  to
sulphate of magnesia frequently.      I am not going to anticipate
it.      You will also hear about bismuth.      That sample of urine
was in my submission to you, when you have heard the evidence,
in the highest degree unsatisfactory in the way in which it was
taken.     I have already pointed out, even if there was arsenic in
Mr. Martin at all, you have to be satisfied that Major Armstrong
put it there; and then you are not trying the case.    It sounds,
in my submission to you—I want to use no improper expression,
but it sounds almost Gilbertian.      You have to decide whether
he had an opportunity of putting arsenic in, whether he did put
it in, whether Mr. Martin swallowed it, whether the arsenic which
was found is accounted for by medicine or an unclean bottle; yo\i
have to consider all these questions—for what?      Not to form a
verdict upon it, not to express a view upon it, but for the purpose
of throwing some light on whether or not he murdered his wife in
February.     From that moment in Martin's story every point, and
I am not complaining of it—every man who stands in the dock
has every point that there is put against him, and quite properly
so.     They say a most awful thing happens; after this Armstrong
changes his habits and goes and has his tea at his office instead of
at his house, and does that for the purpose of trying to inveigle
the unwary Mr. Martin over.     What do you find?     That Martin
did exactly the same thing, and altered his tea to his office.    It
is ixot suspicious for Mr. Martin, that is a very nattnral thing in
& witness for the prosecution.    It is not unnatural for Mr. Martin
to change; but it is a terribly suspicious thing when it happens
to the man in the dock.     Why?     La not it precisely the same?
Was not the reason which was given by Martin the good and
sufficient reason that they were both of them very busy, and that
h why they changed T
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